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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed on 30 January 2006 under 37 CFR 
1.53(d) based on parent Application No. 09/997,201 is acceptable and a RCE has been 
established. An action on the RCE follows. 

2. The amendments filed on 6 January 2006, submitted with the filing of the RCE have been 
received and entered. Claims 1-41 as amended are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-12, 14-26, 28-3 1, 33-34, 36-37 and 39-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Royalty U.S. Publication 2003/0038844 and Dickie U.S. Publication 
2003/0041206. 

Referring to claims 1 and 16, Royalty teaches a method and computer readable medium 
comprising operating in a first mode to display selected personal data originating with a personal 
information device (PID) in a first display area of a display (displaying information from a non- 
certified source, such as a laptop computer on a first display area 32 of display 26) (Royalty: 
page 1, paragraphs 0009-0010, page 2, paragraph 0010 and page 3, paragraph 0026); and 
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switching to a second mode to display data in a second display area of the display (displaying 
certified information received from the microprocessor of the flight deck in the second display 
area 28 of display 26) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0026 and further shown in Figures 1 and 3). 
However, although Royalty teaches the display of information from a personal information 
device in the first mode, Royalty fails to explicitly teach wherein the first mode emulates 
operation of the PHD. Dickie teaches a method of displaying data from a device communicating 
with a host in a first display area (status display area 124 displays information received from the 
connected PDA) (Dickie: page 1, paragraph 0017 and page 2, paragraph 0028) and displaying 
data from the host in a second display area (the portable laptop computer shown in Figure 1 also 
has a display area 1 10 that can display information from the computer system) (Dickie: page 1, 
paragraph 0015) similar to that of Royalty. In addition, Dickie further teaches the first mode 
emulates operation of the PID (the computer system emulates operations of the PDA when the 
PDA is docked to the computer; for example, data entered into the PDA will be emulated in the 
laptop computer in that the laptop computer will be updated with the data newly entered into the 
PDA) (Dickie: page 2, paragraphs 0026-0029). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the teachings of Royalty and Dickie before him at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the method of communicating and displaying data from a remote device in 
a first mode of Royalty to include emulation of the personal information device taught by Dickie. 
One would have been motivated to make such a combination in order to provide mobile 
computing and communications capabilities outside of the office/home, allowing dual device 
users to quickly transfer and control information from their PDA onto their personal desktops; 
this further allows users to access, view and manipulate the same information easier and faster. 
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In addition, this combination allows the user to keep the information on their desktops current, 
alleviating them from having to enter the same information twice. 

Referring to claim 2, Royalty, as modified, teach receiving the selected personal data 
over a communications link (connecting a portable computer to the display via a data 
connection) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0025). 

Referring to claims 3, 7, 17 and 21, Royalty, as modified, teach operating in the first 
mode in response to a power-on event (when the devices are powered on, the user can enter data 
into the PDA and the entered data is subsequently synchronized with the portable computer and 
displayed on display area 124) (Dickie: page 2, paragraphs 0027-0029) 

Referring to claims 4 and 18, Royalty, as modified, teach switching between the first 
mode and the second mode in response to a mode event (if it is determined that the display area 
cannot display information from the portable computer, such as when the aircraft is in critical 
stages of operation, then the display is prevented from displaying information from the non- 
certified source and only displays information from the certified source) (Royalty: page 4, 
paragraphs 0031 and 0033). 

Referring to claims 5 and 19, Royalty, as modified, teach synchronizing changes to the 
selected personal data with the source of the selected personal data (information from the 
portable computer is displayed on the flight deck's display; therefore, as new information is 
received from the portable computer, the displayed information on the flight deck display is 
similarly synchronized to reflect the new information) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0025 and 
page 4, paragraph 0033). 
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Referring to claims 6 and 20, Royalty teaches an apparatus and system comprising a 
source of personal information device data (portable device) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0025), 
and a computing device coupled to the source of the PID data (flight deck display device 
connected to the portable computer) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0025), the computing device 
comprising a display having a first display area (display area 32 for displaying non-certified 
information from the portable computer) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0026 and Figures 1 and 3) 
and a second display area (display area 28 for displaying certified information) (Royalty: page 3, 
paragraph 0026 and Figures 1 and 3), a first computing module coupled to the display, the first 
computing module comprising a first processor configured to operate in a first mode to display 
user specific data received from a personal information device (PID) in the first display area (the 
processor of the portable computer connected to the display, which could store personal data 
from the user, sends information to the flight deck computer to display information from the 
non-certified source on a first display area 32 of display 26) (Royalty: page 2, paragraphs 0028- 
0029 and Figure 4), and a second computing module coupled to the display, the second 
computing module comprising a second processor configured to switch to a second mode to 
display data in the second display area of the display (the processor of the flight deck can display 
received certified information in the second display area 28 of display 26) (Royalty: page 3, 
paragraph 0026 and further shown in Figures 1 and 3). However, although Royalty teaches the 
display of information from a personal information device in the first mode, Royalty fails to 
explicitly teach wherein the first mode emulates operation of the PID. Dickie teaches a method 
of displaying data from a device communicating with a host in a first display area (status display 
area 124 displays information received from the connected PDA) (Dickie: page 1, paragraph 
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0017 and page 2, paragraph 0028) and displaying data from the host in a second display area (the 
portable laptop computer shown in Figure 1 also has a display area 1 10 that can display 
information from the computer system) (Dickie: page 1, paragraph 0015) similar to that of 
Royalty. In addition, Dickie further teaches the first mode emulates operation of the PID (the 
computer system emulates operations of the PDA when the PDA is docked to the computer; for 
example, data entered into the PDA will be emulated in the laptop computer in that the laptop 
computer will be updated with the data newly entered into the PDA) (Dickie: page 2, paragraphs 
0026-0029). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings 
of Royalty and Dickie before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the method of 
communicating and displaying data from a remote device in a first mode of Royalty to include 
emulation of the personal information device taught by Dickie. One would have been motivated 
to make such a combination in order to provide mobile computing and communications 
capabilities outside of the office/home, allowing dual device users to quickly transfer and control 
information from their PDA onto their personal desktops; this further allows users to access, 
view and manipulate the same information easier and faster. In addition, this combination allows 
the user to keep the information on their desktops current, alleviating them from having to enter 
the same information twice. 

Referring to claims 8 and 22, Royalty, as modified, teach the second processor is 
configured to process a mode event that causes a switch between the first mode and the second 
mode (if it is determined that the display area cannot display information from the portable 
computer, such as when the aircraft is in critical stages of operation, then the display is prevented 
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form displaying information from the non-certified source and only displays information from 
the certified source) (Royalty: page 4, paragraphs 0031 and 0033). 

Referring to claims 9 and 23, Royalty, as modified, teaches receiving the user-specific 
data over a communications link (connecting a portable computer to the display via a data 
connection) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 0025). 

Referring to claims 10 and 24, Royalty, as modified, teach the first processor consumes 
less power per unit time than the second processor (Royalty: since the first processor is a 
processor for a smaller portable computing device and the second processor is a processor for a 
larger and more data intensive processor for a flight deck avionics display, the processor for the 
portable device would consume less power than the processor for the flight deck). 

Referring to claims 1 1 and 25, Royalty, as modified, teach the size of the first display 
area is smaller than the size of the second display area (the display area for displaying 
information from the portable computer is less than the entire display area for displaying 
certified information) (Royalty: page 2, paragraph 0010). 

Referring to claims 12 and 26, Royalty, as modified, teach wherein the user-specific data 
includes electronic mail (EMAIL) data (the PDA can communicate and synchronize data such as 
email with the laptop computer) (Dickie: page 1, paragraph 0013). 

Referring to claims 14 and 28, Royalty, as modified, teach the second processor is 
configured to synchronize changes to the PID data with a source of the PID data (information 
from the portable computer is displayed on the flight deck's display; therefore, as new 
information is received from the portable computer, the displayed information on the flight deck 
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display is similarly synchronized to reflect the new information) (Royalty: page 3, paragraph 
0025 and page 4, paragraph 0033). 

Referring to claims 15 and 29, Royalty, as modified, teach the display is shared by the 
first computing module and the second computing module (the display 26 with display area 28 
can be used to display information from certified and non-certified sources) (Royalty: page 2, 
paragraph 0023, page 3, paragraph 0026 and Figure 1). 

Referring to claims 30, 33, 36 and 39, Royalty, as modified, teach the personal 
information device comprises a handheld personal information device configured to execute at 
least an email program and a calendaring program (handheld computing device can execute 
information such as calendar events, emails, etc.) (Dickie: page 1, paragraph 0013). 

Referring to claims 31, 34, 37 and 40, Royalty, as modified, teaches dynamically 
configuring a size of the first display area (partition the display area for displaying information 
from the non-certified such; for example, during critical periods of operation, the display area 
can be configured so that none of the display area is displaying information from the non- 
certified source) (Royalty: page 2, paragraphs 0010 and 0013 and further shown by the varying 
display sizes on Figures 3 A-5B). 

4. Claims 13 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Royalty 
U.S. Publication 2003/0038844 and Dickie U.S. Publication 2003/0041206, as applied to claims 
6 and 20 above, and Gettemy et al. U.S. Patent 6,545,862 (hereinafter "Gettemy"). 
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Referring to claims 13 and 27, Royalty and Dickie teach all of the limitations as applied 
to claims 6 and 20 above. However, Royalty fails to explicitly teach the display includes an 
organic light emitting diode. Gettemy teaches a method for transmitting and receiving 
information from a portable computer system through a communication channel (Gettemy: 
column 4, lines 41-44) similar to that of Royalty and Dickie. In addition, Gettemy further 
teaches the display includes an organic light emitting diode (Gettemy: column 7, lines 6-8). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Royalty, 
Dickie and Gettemy before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the information 
transmitting and receiving method of Royalty and Dickie to include the organic light emitting 
diode display taught by Gettemy. One would have been motivated to make such a combination 
in order to display information on a device that is ultra thin, power efficient, high contrast and 
has a fast response rate, supporting full motion video and special effects. 

5. Claims 32, 35, 38 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Royalty U.S. Publication 2003/0038844 and Dickie U.S. Publication 2003/0041206, as applied 
to claims 1, 6, 16 and 20 above, and Rafey et al. U.S. Publication 2002/0100045 (hereinafter 
"Rafey"). 

Referring to claims 32, 35, 38 and 41, Royalty and Dickie teach all of the limitations as 
applied to claims 1,6, 16 and 20 above. However, although Royalty and Dickie teach 
dynamically configuring a size of the first display area (partition the display area for displaying 
information from the non-certified such; for example, during critical periods of operation, the 
display area can be configured not to display any information from the non-certified source) 
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(Royalty: page 2, paragraphs 0010 and 0013), Royalty and Dickie fail to explicitly teach 
dynamically configuring the size of the first display area based on at least a stored user profile 
file. Rafey teaches an interface capable of configuring displayed information (Rafey: page 1, 
paragraph 0007 and Figure 7) similar to that of Royalty and Dickie. In addition, Rafey further 
teaches dynamically configuring the size of the first display area based on at least a stored user 
profile file (storing a user profile such that displayed information can be formatted and 
reorganized based on the preferences contained in the user profile) (Rafey: page 1, paragraphs 
0007 and 0009). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Royalty, Dickie and Rafey before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
the method of configuring the size of the display area taught by Royalty and Dickie to include 
the configuration of information based on a stored user profile of Rafey. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order to tailor the display according to user's 
preferences so that the user's time and interests are not wasted. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 6 January 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive: 

7. The applicants contend that the previously submitted declarations by the inventors 
established a prior invention by showing conception of the invention. The examiner disagrees 
with the applicant's contention that the previous 131 affidavits submitted by Lawrence A. Booth, 
Jr., and John FX. Potts on 24 August 2005 establish the possession of the claimed subject matter 
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prior to the filing date of Royalty. The previous declarations provides a vague and general 
statement about what the exhibit (Intel Invention Disclosure) describe, without clearly explaining 
which fact or data applicant is relying on to show completion of his or her invention; 
specifically, the applicant fails to give a clear explanation of the exhibits pointing out exactly 
what facts are established and relied on by the applicant to show completion of his invention 
prior to the reference date. Therefore, the applicant's declaration and exhibit amount to a general 
allegation that the inventors had possession of the claimed subject matter prior to the filing date 
of Royalty without presenting any evidence of satisfactory facts supporting this general 
allegation (MPEP 715.07). Although the applicant's attorney made arguments in the remarks 
presently filed on 6 January 2006, pointing to facts that the applicants are relying on to show 
completion of his invention prior to the reference date, affidavits establishing prior invention 
must include declarations by the inventors giving a clear explanation of the exhibits and pointing 
out exactly facts are established and relied on to show completion of the invention prior to the 
reference date; these statements must be made by the inventors in the form of Rule 131 
Affidavits, not arguments by the attorneys. Furthermore, even if the applicants established prior 
conception, the applicant have not provided any evidence of diligence. "It is not enough merely 
to allege that applicant or patent owner had been diligent... Rather, applicant must show 
evidence of facts establishing diligence" (MPEP 71 5.07(a)). In addition, "an applicant must 
account for the entire period during which diligence is required', and "diligence requires that 
the applicants must be specific as to dates and facts" (MPEP 2138.06). The applicants had 
neither accounted for the entire period during which diligence is required, nor provided the 
examiner with specifics as to dates and facts. 
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8. As a result, the examiner respectfully maintains that both Royalty and Dickie are an 
effective reference under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) and 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. The applicant argues that a skilled artisan would not have been motivated to combine 
Royalty with Dickie because Dickie is non-analogous art. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
In response to applicant's argument that Dickie is nonanalogous art, it has been held that a prior 
art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably 
pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was concerned, in order to be relied 
upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 
USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Dickie deals with the display and synchronization 
of data between a computer and a personal information device (i.e. the PDA). The applicant's 
application is concerned with the display of information from a PID; therefore, the examiner 
respectfully argues that Dickie's teachings of transferring and displaying information from a 
PDA is analogous to the applicant's invention. Furthermore, the examiner argues that there is 
sufficient motivation to combine the teachings of Royalty and Dickie. Royalty teaches the 
display of information in two display areas on the screen, i.e. the certified and non-certified 
display areas, in which the first display area can display information originating with a personal 
computing device. Although Royalty does not explicitly teach that the first display emulates 
operations of the personal computing device, Dickie's teaching is pertinent to the problem of 
being able to emulate the operations of a PID. Dickie teaches a system in which a personal 
computing device can be connected to and communicate display information with another 
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device. Dickie further provides the capabilities of emulating the operations of the connected 
PDA. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Royalty's teaching of operating in a 
first mode to display selected personal data from a PID in a first display area of the display and 
switching to a second mode to display data in a second display area of the display and Dickie's 
teaching of a first display area emulating operations of a connected PDA in order to obtain a 
system that operates in a first mode to display selected information from a PID in a first display 
area of the display, which emulates the operations of the PE), and switching to a second mode to 
display data in a second display area of the display. Dickie specifically states that allowing the 
computer to emulate operations of the PDA i.e. via data transfer and synchronization, provides 
the advantages of keeping the information on the devices current, and alleviating the user from 
having to enter the information twice (page 2, paragraph 0027); furthermore, Dickie also states 
the advantage of providing users with the benefit of being "reminded or informed of upcoming 
events even if the portable computer is suspended and the display lid is closed whereby the user 
cannot see the PDA" (page 2, paragraph 0028). In view of the above arguments, the examiner 
respectfully submits that there is proper motivation and suggestion to combine the Royalty and 
Dickie references and that the combination teaches the claimed subject matter. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ting Zhou whose telephone number is (571) 272-4058. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached at (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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